xii.]                           THE PATNA CAUSE.                            197

almost affected dryness and severity of his style and by
the extreme harshness of his censures on others, has
acquired a reputation for the accuracy and rigid justice
which would be necessary to justify his judgments. It by
norrneans follows, however, that a man is just because he
is severe upon others, or that he is accurate because
he is dry. Mill's assertions as to the Patna Cause are
false, and I think I can point out the origin of their
falsehood. The subject is dry, and intricate and I believe
that seeing that the greater part of the judgment of
Impey and the letter of Bogle, which together fill seventy
large folio pages, referred to matters of detail which it
was unnecessary for him to study, he either skipped them
altogether, or, as I rather think, slightly glanced at all
events at Bogle's letter. He then constructed an account
of the case out of the notices of justification and Impey's
interlocutory judgment, both of which he misrepresents,
introducing into the notices of justification matter which
they do not state, but which Bogle advances as an argu-
ment in support of the case set up by them and entirely
suppressing all the important part of Impey's judgment.

A comparison between the matters stated above and
the following extract from Mill which is his summary of
the case will make this plain. After giving a summary
of the notices of justification, which I pass over, he says :

" This defence, which to the eye of reason appears
" appropriate and irrefragable, the Court treated I with
" the utmost contempt, and upon a ground which raises
" surprise and indignation. A form of words, among the
"numerous loose expressions which fall from the lips and
" pens of English lawyers, without any binding authority
" or any defined and consistent application occurred to the
3 This is false. No contempt is shown in the judgment.